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CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION 
 

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT 

 

DIVISION THREE 

 

 

NETJETS AVIATION, INC., et al. 

 

      Plaintiffs and Respondents, 

 

 v. 

 

WEBSTER J. GUILLORY, as County 

Assessor, etc., 

 

      Defendant and Appellant. 

 

 

 

         G044970  

 

         (Super. Ct. No. 30-2008-00107805) 

 

         ORDER MODIFYING OPINION 

         AND DENYING PETITION FOR 

         REHEARING; NO CHANGE IN 

         JUDGMENT 

FLIGHT OPTIONS, LLC, 

 

      Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

 v. 

 

WEBSTER J. GUILLORY, as County 

Assessor, etc.,  

 

      Defendant and Appellant. 

 

 

 

         (Super. Ct. No. 30-2008-00110932) 
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CITATIONSHARES MANAGEMENT, 

LLC, 

 

      Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

 v. 

 

JOSEPH E. HOLLAND, as County 

Assessor, etc., 

 

      Defendant and Appellant. 

 

 

 

          

         G044980 

 

         (Super. Ct. No. 30-2009-00288116) 

 

 

BOMBARDIER AEROSPACE 

CORPORATION, 

 

      Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

 v. 

 

JOSEPH E. HOLLAND, as County 

Assessor, etc., 

 

      Defendant and Appellant. 

 

 

 

 

         (Super. Ct. No. 30-2009-00303518) 

 

          

 

Respondent Bombardier Aerospace Corporation filed a petition for 

rehearing on July 6, 2012.  It is ordered that the opinion filed herein on June 21, 2012, be 

modified as follows: 

On page 19, in the paragraph that continues from page 18, delete the 

sentence beginning “When any aircraft is not being used,” and replace it with the 

following new sentences:   

When any aircraft is not being used by one of the 

fractional owners, Respondents retain the right to use 

the aircraft for their own purposes.  These purposes 

may include use of the aircraft to train pilots or for 

marketing their fractional use programs.  Respondents 
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may also lease the aircraft directly to nonfractional 

owners or to third parties who in turn sell their aircraft 

time to nonfractional owners; in either event, 

Respondents are making money on the aircraft which 

is not shared with the fractional owners. 

This modification does not effect a change in the judgment.  The petition 

for rehearing is DENIED. 

 

 

  

 FYBEL, J. 

 

WE CONCUR: 

 

 

 

O’LEARY, P. J. 

 

 

 

ARONSON, J. 


